
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



870 18 Virginia law register. [ March, 

has a right to control the body, is not a party. Mutual Life Ins. 
Co. v. Griesa, 156 Fed. 398. 



Those Precocious Georgia Children. — It can not be said in Georgia, 
as a matter of law, that a child two years, ten months, and twenty 
days old, who was alleged to be "a precocious child, capable of and 
did run errands for petitioner; was strong and robust, with unusual 
physical powers for a child of his age; and did render and was capa- 
ble of rendering services to petitioner that were at the time worth 
five dollars per month," etc., was so incapable of performing such 
valuable services that a defendant corporation would not be liable 
in damages for the death of such child, if it be shown on the trial 
of the case that the killing was tortious and not justified. And this 
is the reason the court gives: "It is within common knowledge that 
some children are more precocious than others, and can walk, talk, 
and develop their mental and physical powers at a much earlier age 
than others. The biographies of the great musicians and musical 
prodigies, as well as those of artists and scientists and others, are 
well known to many readers. It is said of Beethoven that he could 
play upon the piano at three years of age, and at twelve presided at 
the chapel organ, and at thirteen was a member of the orchestra at 
the court theater. Mozart, another of the world's greatest musicians, 
was being instructed in music at the age of three, 'and shared the 
harpsichord lessons of his sister, Maria, five years his senior,' and 
at the age of five had composed some simple pieces of music. En- 
cyclopaedia Brittanica (Mozart). Robert Alexander Schumann was 
a composer at seven; and Louis Spohr could sing duets with his 
mother at four years of age and play the violin at five. Numerous 
instances will call themselves to mind where precocious, children of 
tender years, in all the walks of life, have shown very early capacity 
for performing not only manual services, but rare mental efforts." 
James v. Central of Ga. Ry. Co., 138 Ga. 415, 418. 



Legality of Burials. — Can a man be punished for failing to provide 
a Christian burial for his deceased infant child? In the recent case 
of Seaton v. Commonwealth, 149 Southwestern Reporter, 871, de- 
fendant was convicted on such a charge, and appeals to the Court 
of Appeals of Kentucky. A child of defendant's having died, he set 
about to bury it. Taking some pieces of rough board, he made a 
rude box to serve as a coffin. Although he had good lumber out of 
which he could have made a better and more presentable box, he 
said that he did not propose using his good lumber for this purpose. 
This box was taken to a point in a woods lot, and a grave was dug 
by two neighbors about two feet deep. Defendant brought the corpse 
from the house in a small paper box, to where the grave was being 
dug, placed it upon the ground, and assisted in digging the grave. 
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When completed, the paper box with the corpse in it was placed in 
the wooden box and lowered. The grave was then filled to a level 
with the surrounding ground, defendant assisting by tramping the 
dirt as it was being put back into the grave. No services of any 
kind were held at the grave. Do these facts constitute a crime? 
The court holds that it was the right of defendant to select the place 
where his child should be buried, and he violated no law or duty in 
selecting a spot in the woods, rather than in a cemetery. There is 
no rule of law defining how a corpse shall be dressed for burial, or 
the character of coffin or casket in which it should be inclosed, or 
the material out of which the box in which the coffin is to be placed 
shall be made, or the depth of the grave; nor is it an offense not to 
notify relatives and friends so that they may be present at the inter- 
ment, for they have no legal right to be present. There is no law 
imposing upon those having in charge the burial of the dead any 
duty to have the interment accompanied with religious ceremony. 
The court concludes with the following: "It was no doubt the ex- 
treme miserly and niggardly disposition manifested by appellant that 
aroused the indignation of his neighbors, causing the indictment, 
and ultimately induced the jury to assess the fine against him, which 
it did. While, by the facts in the record, appellant is shown to be a 
man utterly lacking in parental instincts, he has kept himself within 
the pale of the law. At the conclusion of the evidence the trial 
judge should have directed a verdict in his favor." 



Compromise by Attorneys at Law. — While the authorities differ 
as to the power of an attorney to compromise his client's case with- 
out special authority, Weeks on Attorneys, § 228, it seems to be well 
settled that an attorney who compromises his client's case against 
the latter's express instructions is not entitled to any compensation, 
although he acted in the best faith for the interest of his client and 
believed that he made a good settlement of the case. Rogers v. 
Pettigrew (August, 1912), 138 Ga. 528. 

A litigant has the right to insist that his case be adjudicated ac- 
cording to the established rules of law and procedure. When he 
instructs his attorney not to compromise his case, the attorney is 
bound by such instructions, and is not at liberty to violate them, 
even though the attorney honestly believes a compromise settlement 
would be to the best interest of his client. If he violates his in- 
struction in this respect, he forfeits all right to compensation. Rog- 
ers v. Pettigrew, 138 Ga. 528, 529. 

And it has been held by the court of Queen's Bench that if the 
attorney enters into a compromise against the express direction of 
his client, he is liable in an action for damages, and it is no defense 
that associate counsel advised the settlement. Fray v. Vowles, 1 
El. & E., 5 Jur. N. S. 1253. 



